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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election of claims 1-1 0 in the reply filed on 10-26-06 is acknowledged. 
Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the supposed errors in the 
restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an election without traverse 
(MPEP§ 818.03(a)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-2, 6-7 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by Gillner (US Patent 4,816,096). 

Regarding claims 1-2. and 6 , Gillner discloses an apparatus for producing 
laminated glass. As shown in Fig. 3, the apparatus comprises conveying rolls 28 and 
30 for conveying substrates 1 and 16 through the nip of pressing rollers 22 and 23 
driven by motor 40. Metal bar 32 has a wedge-shaped configuration and functions as 
applicant's claimed stop element. See col. 6, line 6 through col. 7, line 30. 

Applicant is reminded that "[expressions relating the apparatus to contents 
thereof during an intended operation are of no significance in determining the 
patentability of the apparatus claim." Ex parte Thibault, 164 USPQ 666, 667 (Bd. App 
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1969). Furthermore, "Inclusion of material or article worked upon by a structure being 
claimed does not impart patentability to the claims." In re Young, 75 F.2d 966, 25 USPQ 
69 (CCPA 1935) (as restated in In re Otto, 312 F.2d 937, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 
1963)). Therefore applicant's claimed optical films and optical film adsorber are not 
given patentable weight in the claims. 

Regarding claim 7 . bar 32 is provided with a coating or layer of 
polytetrafluoroethylene having a low coefficient of friction in the manner of applicant's 
claimed detaching film. 

Regarding claim 10 , motor 40 drives pressing rollers 22 and 23. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3-5 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gillner as described above in paragraph 3 in view of Miele et al (US Patent 
5,653,929). 

Regarding claims 3-4 , Miele discloses a device for laminating web materials. As 
shown in Fig. 3, the device comprises gripping nip roll assembly 52 with a pair of nip 
rollers 50 each comprising first and second nip rollers 61 and 62. These nip rollers 
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engage the edges of web materials 25, 26 and 27 and facilitate gripping and feeding of 
the materials. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to nip rollers to 
engage the edges of material, as taught by Miele, in the device of Gillner in order to 
more reliably and precisely feed the web materials. 

Regarding claim 5 , it is the examiner's position that steel is a well known and 
conventional material in the art known for its strength and other physical properties. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ steel in the 
metal bar or stop element 32 of Gillner based on these desirable physical properties. 

Regarding claim 9 , it is the examiner's position that covers are well known and 
conventional in the art in order to protect materials from dirt and contamination. For this 
reason, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ a 
cover in the device of Gillner in view of Miele described above. 

References 

6. References C-D are cited as prior art of interest. 

Telephone/Fax 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James Sells whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
1237. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday between 9:30 AM and 
6:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Fiorilla can be reached at (571) 272-1 187. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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